REMARKS 

The above amendments and these remarks are responsive to the Office action 
dated March 16, 2005. Claims 1, 4, 6, 19, 24, 27, 30, 38, 39 and 42 are amended. 
Claims 3 and 12 are canceled. Claims 1, 2, 4-11 and 13-43 are pending in the 
application. The applicant expresses appreciation to the Examiner for the indication of 
allowability of claims 3-5, 13-18, 20, 21, 24-26, 29-31, 37 and 41-43. In the Office 
action, the Examiner rejected claims 1, 2, 6, 12, 19, 22 and 38-40 as being anticipated 
by Mourant et al. and by Kuettner et al., rejected claims 7-1 1 , 23, 27, 28 and 32-36 as 
being unpatentable over Kuettner et al. in view of Kusunoki, and objected to claims 3-5, 
13-18, 20, 21, 24-26, 29-31, 37 and 41-43 as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim. In view of the amendments above and the remarks below, the applicant 
respectfully requests reconsideration of the application under 37 C.F.R. § 1.111 and 
allowance of the pending claims. 

Rejections under 35 USC $ 102 

Claims 1 , 2, 6, 12, 19, 22 and 38-40 stand rejected as being anticipated by 
Mourant et al. and by Kuettner et al. Claim 1 is amended to include the allowable 
subject matter of claim 3. The applicant submits that claim 1 , as amended, clearly 
distinguishes over both Mourant et al. and Kuettner et al., and is in condition for 
allowance. The applicant also submits that rejected claims 2, 6, 12, 1 9 and 22, which 
depend from claim 1 , now are allowable for at least the same reasons that claim 1 is 
allowable. 

Claim 38 is amended to provide additional clarity. On pages 2 and 4 of the Office 
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action dated March 16, 2005, the Examiner sets forth a rejection of claim 38 in view of 
Mourant et al. and Kuettner et al. without discussing the elements of claim 38. Claim 38 
as amended recites in part, "the first and second conductors forming a first coupled 
section including an intermediate portion and end portions, with each of the end portions 
having a width that is different than a width of the intermediate portion." (emphasis 
added). 

The Examiner indicates the allowability of the subject matter in claim 3, which 
recites a coupler including spirals that "each have an intermediate portion and end 
portions, with the widths of each of the spirals being different in the intermediate portion 
than in the end portions." The aforementioned limitation of claim 38 recites subject 
matter that is similar to the limitation of claim 3, and is not disclosed in Mourant et al. or 
Kuettner et al. Accordingly, the applicant submits that claim 38 is allowable. The 
applicant also submits that rejected claims 39 and 40, which depend from claim 38, are 
allowable for at least the reasons claim 38 is allowable. 

Accordingly, the applicant submits that claims 1 , 2, 6, 12, 19, 22 and 38-40 are 
in condition for allowance. For the foregoing reasons, the applicant respectfully 
requests withdrawal of the rejections based upon 35 U.S.C. 102. 

Rejections under 35 USC § 103 

Claims 7-1 1 , 23, 27, 28 and 32-36 stand rejected as being unpatentable over 
Kuettner et al. in view of Kusunoki. Claims 7-1 1 and 23 depend from claim 1 . The 
applicant submits that claims 7-1 1 and 23 are allowable for at least the same reasons 
claim 1 is allowable as given in the previous discussion of claim 1 . 
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Claim 27 is amended to include generally the allowable subject matter of claim 
30, which is not shown or suggested by Kuettner et al. or Kusunoki. The applicant 
respectfully submits that claim 27 now clearly distinguishes over Kuettner et al. in view 
of Kusunoki. Therefore, the applicant submits that independent claim 27, as well as 
claims 28 and 32-36, which depend from claim 27, are allowable for at least the same 
reasons that claim 27 is allowable. 

The applicant submits that claims 7-1 1 , 23, 27, 28 and 32-36 are in condition for 
allowance. Accordingly, the applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejections 
based upon 35 U.S.C. 103. 



CONCLUSION 



The applicant believes that this application is now in condition for allowance, in 
view of the above amendments and remarks. Accordingly, the applicant respectfully 
requests that the Examiner issue a Notice of Allowability covering the pending claims. If 
the Examiner has any questions, or if a telephone interview would in any way advance 
prosecution of the application, please contact the undersigned attorney of record. 
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